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ABSTRAC

THE APPLE OF DISCORD: MACEDONIA, THE BALKAN LEAGUE, AND THE
MILITARY TOPOGRAPHY OF THE FIRST BALKAN WAR, 1912-1913, by Major
David S. Anderson, USA, 65 pages.

This monograph investigates the history of the brief,
bloody, confusing, and tragically influential First Balkan War of
1912-1913. It examines the military topography of the Balkan
peninsula and the tactical operations of the belligerent nations,
especially those of the Ottoman Empire and Serbia. It suggests a
number of historical and tactical lessons for American heavy and
light forces which may be deployed to the region, either as UN
peacekeepers or in some more active role.

Events in the Balkans are best understood with a historical
foundation. Macedonia is the European apple of discord, both
disputed and claimed by many nations since antiquity. Control of
Macedonia means control of lucrative trade routes to and from the
central European interior. It is both the geographic heart of the
Balkan peninsula and the historical centerpiece of political and
military activity in southeastern Europe. This confluence of
history, politics, and commerce makes Macedonia a flashpoint for
ethnic tension and conflict. Soldiers placed between rival
factions can understand and mediate disputes better if they have
an appreciation for the region.

In 1912-1913, the large armies of the Ottoman Empire and the
Balkan League fought a forgotten war that served as the prelude to
World War 1. This monograph examines the tactical defeat of the
Ottoman Army by the Serbs in the Macedonian theater and the effect
of regional topography on the two armies. American soldiers
serving as UN peacekeepers in Macedonia will find the terrain just
as challenging as the Ottoman and Serbian armies did eighty years
ago. In addition, they will find that the people of the region
take their history personally

Commanders can gain an appreciation for the difficulty and
the magnitude of the task of conducting military operations in the
Balkans by understanding: 1.) the historical example of the First
Balkan War; and 2.) the effect of Balkan topography on historical
military operations. This monograph addresses both issues.
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Introduction

This monograph investigates the history of the brief,
bloody, confusing, and tragically influential First Balkan War of
1912-1913. It examines the military topography of the Balkan
peninsula and the tactical operations of the belligerent nations,
especially those of the Ottoman Empire and Serbia. It suggests a
number of tactical_lessons learned for American troops who may be
deployed to the region.

Recent events have sparked increased interest in the

Balkans.!

Tragic stories of unspeakable brutalities, including
genocide, emerge from constant media coverage.

In December 1993, 558 American soldiers were serving in two
United Nations' sponsored military peacekeeping operations on the
Balkan peninsula: 1.) QOperation Provide Promise (Croatia)2 and,
2.) Operation Able Sentry (Macedonia).3 fhese Americans form part
of a larger, multinational peacekeeping effort trying to prevent
reoccurrence of historical mistakes. The Clinton Administration's
willingness to deploy soldiers to keep peace is related to this
concern.

The potential roles of American and other UN troops in the
Balkans changes dynamically with each new peace initiative or
atrocity by belligerents. The region is teetering on the brink of
anarchy; the current conflict threatens to involve Albania,
Turkey, Greece, and the remainder of Europe. A doubting American
populace questions the existence of any US vital interest in the
former Yugoslavia. Meanwhile, the UN administration of Secretary-

General Boutros Boutros-Ghali seeks ways to solve the growing




problem. Concerns for American lives and the subordination of
American soldiers to a non-US commander, especially in a United
Nations context, alternately fuel the debate of US involvement in

the Balkans.‘

The clash of cultures and spread of multiethnic
strife in this volatile region remains a distinct possibility,
especially considering the traditional and historical animosity

felt between the Balkan nations and Turkey.5

The potential for
expanded conflict, especially ethnic conflict, has greatly
increased international anxiety and if allowed to remain un-
checked, could threaten the future security of Europe.6

Events in the Balkans cannot be fully understood without a
historical foundation. Macedonia is the European apple of
discord, both disputed and claimed by many different nations since
the time of Philip of Macedon. Control of Macedonia means control
of lucrative trade routes to and from the central European
interior. Thus, the choice of Macedonia as the place where
soldiers serve as peacekeepers is historically sound. It is the
very heart of the Balkan peninsula.

The "Macedonian Question,” was the major component of the
famous "Eastern Question," concerning the weakening of the Ottoman

1 The Great Powers'

Empire at the end of the nineteenth century.
inability to determine a peaceful solution to the Macedonian issue
and thus the larger "Eastern Question” contributed directly to the
start of World War I.a A repeated failure in 1994 could lead to a
second Balkan tragedy with similar consequences.

With this in mind, the monograph assesses historical
tactical operations in the region and the difficulties presented
by terrain on these operations. The spatial and geographic

challenges to the tactical commander that exist in the Balkans are

not unique, but neither are they universal. The distinctive
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terrain features will have an impact on military forces conducting
operations in the Balkans.9
All military operations are determined by the existing
battlefield geography and terrain, or the topography. Tactical
commanders must turn available geographic features to their
advantage. If that proves impossible, then they must neutralize
any advantage to the enemy. Above all, the enemy must not be
permitted to retain the advantage of terrain. If commanders are
going to have success in the Balkans they should understand: 1.)

the historical example of the First Balkan War; and, 2.) the

effect of Balkan topography on their operations.

Military Geography and Military Topography

This section of the monograph briefly addresses the
importance, relevance, and relationship between military geography
and military topography and the levels of war. Success in war
often depends on a superior appreciation of the terrain and its
exploitation. The importance of geography, topography, and
terrain should not be taken for granted; the difference between
winning and losing often rests on the selection of the battle-
field.l0

In the broadest sense, military geography describes the
enduring variations of war and all of its associated military

1 Military geography is relevant at

institutions and activities.
the strategic and operational levels, where generals and their
staffs consider geopolitics, strategy, tactics, logistics,
organization, and the history of military operations of their
adversaries. At the tactical level, more precision is required.
Soldiers who seek to understand how best to fight must be able to

describe and analyze their battle position from the military




perspective. These soldiers place their emphasis on small unit
tactics, essential supplies (ammunition, food, and fuel), and
terrain.lz Military topography, like military geography, is an
analysis of existing data, but its emphasis is on the employment
of space and terrain at the tactical level.

Military geography is mission-oriented at the strategic and
operational levels of war. It is concerned with large regions and
the attendant military planning and analysis problems. Its
associated concepts, military topography and terrain analysis,
pertain to the tactical level.

Influenced by both history and systemic sciences (biology,
chemistry, etc.), military geography considers the militarily
significant phenomena occurring within in a given space and has

13 It shares

dynamic, predictive, and relative characteristics.
these aspects with the Intelligence Preparation of the Battlefield
({IPB) process. However, where IPB focusses on the threat,
military geography concentrates on friendly activity to defeat
that threat.

The value of military geography is in its predictive and
dynamic character. The influence of moving parts on the battle-
field, e.g., weapons systems, tactics, techniques, and procedures,
the method of warfare employed in the area of operations, and how
the characteristics of the region will affect future operations.
In addition, as military operations occur, they change the nature
of the area. Military geography attempts to predict that change.

Military geography is relative in that it is only a portion
of the mission analysis process:

"area analysis will have full significance only
when it is related to other factors in the esti-
mate. Part of the estimate mﬁfns nothing; only
the totality can make sense."




According to the military theorist Carl von Clausewitz,
"historical examples clarify everything and also provide the best

kind of proof in the empirical sciences."ls

However, the history
of a battle is best understood if the soldier is thoroughly
familiar with military topography of the region, the terrain of
the battlefield, and understands the relationship of the terrain
to the plan and execution of military operations. Soldiers
charged with translating strategic political objectives into
military ones at both operational and tactical levels perform
their duties better when they have a clear understanding and
appreciation for the impacts of topography and terrain.

In war, the subjective factors of chance and fog of war
distort the view and interpretation of an enemy's actions. It is
both possible and necessary to reduce this distortion by gaining
thorough knowledge about the enemy, his tactics, and the terrain
he occupies.

In pure form, military topography is the complete analysis
of battles: 1.) the belligerents, 2.) their doctrine and tactics,
culminating points of the battle, and, impact of natural terrain
and artificial obstacles on engagement areas. The human features
of the battlefield are thus grafted onto the natural base and

16

studied as a complete system. Once the analysis is complete,

commanders and their staffs use the data to estimate the enemy's
intent and capabilities.

In The Art of War, Jomini defines strategy, tactics, and
logistics in a geographic, physical context:

"Strategy is the art of making war upon the map,
and comprehends the whole theater of operationms.
Grand Tactics is the art of posting troops upon
the battlefield according to the accidents of
the ground, in contradistinction to planning
upon a map. Logistics comprises the means and




arrangements which comprises the plans of stra-
tegy and tactics. Strategy decides where to
act: logistics brings the troops to this point;
grand tactics decides the manner of,’ execution
and the employment of the troops."

Strategy is thus concerned with the theater of war, tactics
with the battlefield. Neither can be divorced completely from the
other; the line dividing them will remain forever fuzzy. Just as
tactics is a part of a larger strategy, topography is part of a
larger military geography.

Common usage has narrowed the practice of military topogra-
phy as military art. Once a study of all factors relating to the
battlefield, its contemporary focus is on the influence of terrain
on military operations, stressing the use of topographic maps and
emphasizing physical factors, both natural and manmade.

Terrain analysis attempts to calculate the effect of
topography on tactical operations. It is striétly oriented on
terrain, including the inseparable effects of weather and
climte.18 Terrain analysis and military geography share the
important characteristic of mission-orientation. Tactical success
depends on a successful blend of mission and terrain apprecia-
tion.l?

Today, terrain analysis is part of the intelligence
estimate. Routinely, commanders depend on a junior officer--often
a professional military intelligence officer, not a member of the
maneuver arms--to assess the terrain they and their soldiers are
about to fight on. In short, the intelligence officer shares a
large part of the responsibility for choosing the battlefield.
Given the myriad of tasks the average unit must accomplish and the

amount of manpower dispersion on the battlefield itself, the




commander needs help in sifting through and synthesizing the

available information to make an informed decision.

Balkan Geopolitics and Theaters of War

The general character of the Balkan peninsula is that of a
series of mountainous plateaus running up from the sea, creased by
valleys. Through the most important of these valleys flow the
Morava, Vardar, Ibar, and Struma rivers. The rivers, generally
aligned north-northwest to south-southeast, provide the Balkan
interior with the shortest possible route to the Mediterranean.
Macedonia, the heart of this region, is referred to as the

A

"corridor land" because there the east-west . .' north-south trade
routes intersected. 2!

Except in the coastal areas where the Mediterranean Sea
exerts its influence, Balkan climate is similar to that of central

Europe. The coastal fringe enjoys a warm, wet (over 180 inches of

rain in places) climate. East of the Dinaric range, the climate
changes, becoming hot and dry in the summer and Alpine-cold in the
winter. The cold weather is influenced by both high altitude and
persistently cold high pressure air masses that lie over Russia.
Annual precipiation averages twenty to thirty inches, making the
central region adequate for agriculture, especially wheat,
tobacco, cotton, and hemp.22
For nineteenth-century central Europe, the Balkan peninsula
provided a link from Europe's interior to the Black Sea and

3 East-west

Constantinople (Istanbul), the gateway to Asia.
commerce moved predominantly along the Danube River. Eventually,
the railroad became an important economic link when the Paris -
Constantinople rail link (the "Orient Express") opened through the

Morava-Maritza valleys. Constantinople was of strategic and




commercial value for both the East and West. Controlling Balkan
trade routes and the waters around Constantinople was at the heart
of geopolitics then and now.

The second most important city after Constantinople was
Salonika (Thessaloniki), a large port located on the north Aegean
seacoast. Salonika was (and is) the southern terminus of the
Morava-Vardar trade route, a vital link to the sea for the central
European interior. 1In particular, it serves as the largest and
single most important sea-land transfer point for eastern trade
headed into or out of central Europe. Austria-Hungary, Serbia,
Bulgaria, and Greece coveted Salonika because of its importance to
European trade. From Salonika, economic traffic traversed the
relatively short distance ({248 kilometers) north through the
Vardar valley to Skopje and then either to Austria, Austrian-
controlled territory, Serbia, or Russia.

In 1912, Serbia was a landlocked nation. This distinction,
coupled with the absence of friendly neighbors, intensified
Serbia's desires for access to the Mediterranean. Bulgaria
possessed a coast on the Black Sea, but its maritime trade was
forced to transit the Turkish Straits and was thus susceptible to
Ottoman interception.

Except for southern Greek ports, the peninsula contained
neither other harbors capable of supporting major commercial
shipping nor transportation centers (road or rail lines) to move
goods to the Balkan interior, because the Balkan coastline was
either low and marshy or rocky and barren. Thus, the general lack
of harbors greatly increased the importance of those that existed.

G litj he W

In the western theater, the territory of Macedonia was the

prize of victory and predominant battlefield. Geographically,




Macedonia is an area roughly 25,000 miles square. It is usually
considered to be bounded in the north by the Sar Mountains, on the
east by the Rhodope Mountains, on the south by the Aegean Sea,
Mount Olympus, and the Pindus Range, and in the west by Lake
Ohrid.X

Macedonia's ethnic divisions were very difficult to
determine; at least eight different ethnic groups (ethnic
Macedonians, Turks, Bulgarians, Greeks, Albanians, Serbs, Vlachs,

25 During Ottoman rule, official

Jews, and Gypsies) lived there.
ethnic relationship was determined by a census that divided the
people into three groups based on religious affiliation (Roman
Catholic, Orthodox, and Muslim).

Language separated the Greeks, Turks, and Albanians, but not
the Slavic peoples. Inhabitants tended to adopt the
customs, traditions, intermarry based on shared religion rather
than along ethnic-racial lines, and speak dialects influenced by
neighboring ethnic groups. Eventually, a Macedonian dialect
emerged, which closely resembled the Bulgarian language. This
supported the claim that Macedonia was traditionally Bulgarian.

Macedonia held considerable strategic significance at the
end of the 19th century. First, it was the heart of the peninsula
and included the Vardar river valley, the major commercial link to
the Balkan interior. Second, a rail line connecting Belgrade and
Salonica opened in 1888.26v This railroad provided access to the
sea and eased dependence on the long Danube-Black Sea-Turkish
Straits-Mediterranean route. Thus, whoever controlled Macedonia
controlled the economic life of the peninsula and the important
trade routes to the west.

However, Macedonia had little to recommend it economically

except its status as a transportation hub and conduit to the

9




Mediterranean. The peasant population survived largely through

2 The condition of the land was

agriculture or animal husbandry.
generally poor, barely producing enough crops to support the local
population. In addition, during their 500 year reign, the Ottoman
Turks succeeded in virtually deforesting the land, thus increasing
poverty and aggravating political unrest.za

By the end of the 19th century, Bulgaria, Greece, Serbia, and
Romania claimed all or portions of Macedonia. Their claims were
based on historical background, ethnic composition of the
population, and maintenance of the balance of power.zg

litics of th rn Th

In 1877, nominally reacting to intense Ottoman atrocities in
Bosnia and Bulgaria, Russia declared war on Turkey. In January
1879, after a short, bloody, war, the Russians forced the
exhausted Ottoman representatives to the peace table.3

The result of the Russian victory was the Treaty of San
Stefano of 1878. The treaty upset the balance of power in the
Balkans by creating a very large, independent Bulgarian state that
included the territory within its modern borders, Macedonia and
western Thrace. The other Great Powers, upset by thoughts of
Russians threatening Far East trade routes, reacted swiftly and
asked Prince Otto von Bismarck, the Prussian Minister-President,
to broker a new agreement at the Congress of Berlin in June-July
1878.3

The Congress of Berlin was a watershed event in Balkan
history. Romania, Montenegro, and Serbia gained their indepen-
dence. Austria-Hungary occupied the Ottoman provinces of Bosnia
and Herzegovina. Sultan Abdul Hamid suspended the Ottoman
Constitution. Finally, the San Stefano treaty-created Bulgarian

state was carved into three portions; the autonomous principality
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of Bulgaria, which remained under Ottoman suzerainty (present-day
northern Bulgaria), the semi-autonomous province of Eastern
Rumelia (present-day southern Bulgaria), and Macedonia, which

3 Intra-Balkan competition to gain

remained under Ottoma: rule.
control of all remaining Ottoman lands in Europe began.

The treaty failed to solve the "Eastern Question.” Seven
years after the Congress of Berlin, Eastern Rumelia declared its
union with Bulgaria--though neither declared formal independence.
War broke out between the Serbs and the Bulgarians over the union
in late 1885, but the Austrians intervened and restored the status
quo in early 1886.3

he R War

The First Balkan War was fought from October 1912 to May
1913 between the nations of the Balkan League (Bulgaria, Greece,
Serbia, and Montenegro) and the Ottoman Empire. These five states
began their trek down the road to war during the previous century,
vhen the major European powers simultaneously embraced both
nationalism and imperialism. Germany and Italy fought their wars
of confederation and consolidation while Great Britain, France,
Portugal, the Netherlands, and Belgium ceased coveting one
another's European territory and turned instead to Africa and
Asia. After the Napoleonic Wars, conflict in Europe tended to be
limited in ends, ways, means, and duration, often lasting less
than one year. By 1880, only the decaying Ottoman Empire retained
colonies on the European continent.

The nineteenth century had seen the decline of the Ottoman
Empire. By the turn of the century, at least part of its vast
empire was either in rebellion or under threat of attack from
those eager to take advantage of its quickening disintegration.

The instability throughout the empire kept millions under arms.

11




In 1908, the Young Turk mcvement forced Ottoman Sultan Abdul
Hamid to restore the Ottoman Constitution, suspended in 1878. The
Young Turks' goal was to establish a secular state under
parliamentary rule. With the support of the Austrians, Prince
Ferdinand formally declared himself Tsar of the Bulgars and
proclaimed Bulgarian independence from the Ottoman Empire on 5
October 1908.35 Aware of Turkish weakness, Austria-Hungary
formally annexed the Ottoman territories of Bosnia and Herzegovina
two days later.u

This action angered Serbia and severely strained its
relations with Austria; Serbs felt both Bosnia and Herzegovina
should have been incorporated into the Serbian kingdom. Serbia
appealed to Russia for both diplomatic and military assistance to
counter what it felt were potential threats from three sides
(Austria-Hungary, the Ottoman Empire, and Bulgaria). Still
reeling from the Russo-Japanese War, Russia could do little but
reduce its cooperation with Austria-Hungary and offer moral
encouragement.37

Between 1908 and 1912, Russia actively pursued diplomatic
solutions to the "Eastern Question” on behalf of Serbia. In March
1912, after months of active assistance by Russian agents,
Bulgaria concluded a "Treaty of Friendship” with Serbia and
established the Balkan League. Though nominally a mutual defense
treaty, secret clauses in the treaty provided for most of the
division of Macedonian territory after the forcible termination of
Ottoman rule.

A large area of Macedonia (that very closely approximates
the current boundaries of the former Yugoslav republic of
Macedonia) remained unpartioned. Serbia and Bulgaria agreed to

allow the Russian Tsar to divide it between them.3a
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The Treaty of Friendship between Serbia and Bulgaria meant
war. Openly antagonistic, the two nations were anxious to force
the Ottoman Empire to abandon its European provinces. They
planned to present a series of demands, including one for complete
withdrawal of Turkish soldiers from the region, timed to coincide
with the harvest. Serbia and Bulgaria expected the Ottoman gov-
ernment to reject their demands, thus clearing the way for war.39

Shortly after concluding its agreements with Serbia,
Bulgaria concluded another treaty with the Greeks. Significantly,
it included no territorial provisos and was strictly defensive in
nature.!? In October 1912, Montenegro concluded defense
agreements with Serbia and Bulgaria, completing the Balkan League
as it began mobilization for war.

Though history accurately portrays the Ottoman Empire,
especially during these last days of its existence, as patheti-
cally wesk, the conventional wisdom of the time was quite
different. The Turkish Army's reputation was better than it
deserved, thanks to relative internal calm and incidents like the
spirited and tenacious defense of Tripoli against Italian invaders
in 1911.4

None of the Great Powers (except Russia) desired either a
shift in the balance of power or a division of power among the
Balkan nations. They felt that without a dominant state in the
region, the possiblity of war would remain a constant threat. On
8 October 1912, Austria-Hungary and Russia warned the Balkan
League not to pursue an aggressive policy toward the 'I'urks.‘2
Their warning came too late; on the same day, Montenegro attacked
the Ottoman fortress of Scutari.® Briefly, the war remained
localized in Montenegro. On 14 October 1912, the Balkan League

“

allies delivered their ultimatum to the Sultan. Faced with an

13




untenable situation, the Ottoman empire declared war on the Balkan
League three days later.

The Bulgarians provided the League's strategic leadership
and devised the strategic plan. Montenegro, Serbia, and Greece
would defeat the Ottoman forces in Macedonia. Bulgaria would cut
the east-west lines of supply and communication from Thrace to
Macedonia. Simultaneously, Bulgaria would either bypass or storm
the citadels of Adrianople (Edirne) and Kirk Kilisse (Kirkilisse)

and push steadily southward to capture Constantinople.

Condyct of the First Balkan War

Though the Balkan League was a coalition, the Balkan allies
fought independent of one another. Neither a combined operational
plan nor an overall supreme commander existed. The Bulgarian
devised strategic plan was clear that each League member would
fight independently.

The Balkan nations' respective territorial goals overlapped,
and though they fought a common.enemy, the overall attitude was
nationalistic. They fought their battles in different theaters
and against an enemy that also fought without a coordinated
strategy or campaign plan. Major tactical movement focussed on
two month period beginning 12 October and concluded before 15
December, as a prelude to the siege of Yanina.

Space does not permit the examination of Greek or Bulgarian
operations. An overview is included as an Appendix. The focus is
on Serbian actors.

The Western Theater

Because of its history, location, and diverse population,
all belligerents considered Macedonia the most important theater

of the war.?® The Ottoman forces potentially faced a campaign
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against the combined armies of the five allied nations acting in
concert. However, the members of the Balkan League saw their
individual and nationalistic goals as independent of the common
cause to remove Turkish domination of the peninsula. With one
exception, Balkan League combat operations were independent and
uncoordinated. The examination of their tactics and movements
must be made in a similar fashion.

Serbia’'s natural battlefield lay in the Vardar River basin,
amid the chaos of steep mountains formed by the Dinaric Alps,
Carpathian Mountains, Albanian Mountains, and the Despoto Massif,
the western end of the Rhodope Range.“ In mid-October, the
Serbian Army moved southeast from its assembly points near Vranya
and through the Morava River valley, described by contemporary
military topographers as:

"flowing through very deep and narrow gorges--so
deep in places the sides are 3,000 feet high,
and so narrow that both the road and the railway
track are eventually hewn out of solid rock.

And the country on each side is so rough, rising
to nearly 4,000 feet in the Golyak Planina, that
movement east and west is practically impossible.
Indeed, this is practically true of the whole
country, and practically forbids any formal
military movements....These conditions are
profoundly favorable to guerilla warfare, but
almost insuperable difficulties in the way of
wide commercial or military developments.”
--Lionel W. Lyde and A.F. Hockler-Fertyman”

After passing through Kossovo into Macedonia, the Serbs
marched south to fight the Turks and gain their first great prize,
the town of Skopje.

After Salonika, Skopje was the most important transportation
hub in the central Balkan peninsula. The road and railway
networks from Salonika run north-northwest through the Vardar

valley to Skopje and then north through Serbia to Hungary. In the
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west, the still-used Roman road (Via Egnatia) ran north-northeast
from the Greek port of Prevesa and connected to the east-west road
running to the Albanian port of Durres. %

Just northwest of Skopje lies Kachanik Pass. The Turkish
Army traveled through Kachanik in 1389 en route to defeat the
Serbs at Kossovo Polje. Serbs considered Kossovo Polje the
virtual equivalent of Jerusalem, something to controlled at all
costs. ¥

In anticipation of war, the Serbs created an army group,
consisting of the 1st, 2d, and 3d Serbian Armies, the Army of the
Ibar, and the independent Javor Brigade, all under the command of
Crown Prince Alexander Karageorgevitch.so Totalling over 318,000
men and 450 cannon, the Serbs planned to send their three numbered
armies southward against the Ottoman Army of the Vardar. The Army
of the Ibar and the Javor Brigade (totalling 37,400 men, 44
cannon) were to penetrate east into the Turkish-controlled Novi
Bazar province, securing the extreme right flank and rear from
attack.

On 19 October 1912, the Serbs crossed the frontier. In the
center was the lst Army, commanded by the Minister of War, General
Radomir Putnik. It consisted of 132,000 men and 154 cannon in
five infantry and one cavalry divisions.’! On the Serb left was
the 2d Army, commanded by General Stepa Stepanovic, and comprising
76,500 men and 156 cannon in one Serb infantry division and the
7th (Rila) Bulgarian Infantry Division. On the 1st Army's
immediate right was the 3d Army, commanded by General Bodizar
Jankovic, consisting of 72,800 men and 96 cannon in four infantry
divisions.®

The Serbs planned to advance 1lst Army south through the

mountain passes of Kossovo and 3d Army south-southwest along the
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Morava-Vardar river system. The 2d Army would attack
simultaneously in a westerly direction from Kuystendil, Bulgaria.
General Putnik intended to squeeze the five divisions of the
Ottoman Army of the Vardar into a decisive battle in the small
valley of Ovce Polje, the center of a triangle formed by the
Macedonian towns of Skopje, Tito Veles, and Stip (See Map # 3).

As the Serbs marched south through the Morava valley, they
had the advantage of geographically-imposed interior lines. From
the north, the roads--dictated by the deep gorges--converge on
Skopje and Kumanovo. From the south, the roads diverge away from
Skopje, except for the Vardar valley road. Armies traveling north
either march in a long column or separate into columns incapable
of mutual support. Either way, limited opportunities existed for
decisive offensive maneuver.

At the onset of war, the Bulgarians reneged on their
agreement to subordinate their 7th division to the 24 Serb Army.“
This move greatly confused and upset the plans of the Serb
commanders. With only one division consisting of 28,600 men and
48 cannon, the 2d Army was too weak to attack as planned. Had 24
Army retained the 7th Bulgarian division and thus enough strength
to complete its intended mission, the Serbs would have discovered
wveak Ottoman positions. In a supporting effort, the 3d Army
advanced to Pristina and the remaining division of the 2d Army
moved toward Kratovo.

On 26 October, the Bulgarians asked the Serbs to furnish
some additional troops for their offensive in Thrace. The Serbs
complied, dispatching the 1st (Timok) division and the 2d (Dunav)

division in a reconstituted 2d Army to Adrianople.55
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Unlike many previous and subsequent wars, no combat journals
exist specifying troop movements and battlefield dispositions
during the First Balkan War. Therefore, determining the specific
tactics of Serb and Turkish forces during their battles must be
extrapolated from the outcome of events. Records are available
that indicate the training, tactics, and combat readiness of both
Balkan allies and Ottoman forces, but none that delineate the
specific actions fought in Macedonia.

The Serbian Army

The Serbian Army was not the best organized, trained, led,
or equipped Army in the First Balkan War; that distinction
belonged to the Bulgarians. However, the Serbians fought their
way south through the tough Macedonian terrain and scored a series
of victories against the Ottoman forces.

The Serbian Army depended on conscription to fill its ranks.
Conscripts served for eighteen to twenty-four months on active
duty, then entered a reserve force divided into several readiness
levels. Duty with the reserves lasted until the soldier reached
age 45. From age 18 to 21, and then again from age 45 to 55, the
soldiers served in a territorially based militia. The Serbian
Army maintained a peacetime readiness level of 32,000 soldiers.%

With 2,050 officers on active duty, The Serbians maintained
a military academy, from which their army drew the vast majority
of its career officers. Reserve officers either received direct
commissions or were promoted from the ranks. The result was an
Army whose junior active officers and reservist officers served in
troop assignments at low levels and experienced life in the
ranks.%

The Serbian Army trained its officers; after graduating from

the military academy, many attended military training schools
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abroad or went to a two-year General Staff course. After
attending basic training, conscripts served on active duty for two
years. After their period of active service, they drilled on
wveekends, before spring planting, and after the harvest. Many
public schools gave students a basic military orientation as part
of their instruction.ss Infantrymen were trained to move toward
the enemy through trench lines or behind cover in loose skirmish
lines. When within range, they would open fire from one flank
while another flank enveloped the enemy position and attack with
the bayonet. Cavalry served predominantly as a commander's guard.
Cavalry units received virtually no training in reconnaissance or
close combat.

The Serbian Army mobilized with some difficulty. The
Serbian authorities took the precaution of planning and using
railroad timetables to move troops. The Serbian General Staff had
conducted mobilization training drills to enhance readiness. Some
individuals were so eager to fight against the Ottoman Army that
they arrived at their mobilization stations several days before
their official reporting date. Because of the strict timetable,
no mobilization station could accept volunteers until after
initial mobilization, slowing the mobilization rate.

Draft animals and wagons were subject to conscription as
well. Many local communities ignored the regulations and gave low
quality animals to the government. As a result, many six-horse
teams only got four animals. Oxen and cattle made up some of the
deficiencies.®? The lack of draft animals proved especially
troublesome after the Serbians defeated the Ottoman forces at
Kumanovo. The slow speed of ammunition trains forced the Serbians
into a vicous cycle of advancing, fighting, and waiting for the

logisitcs wagons to catch up.5°
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